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. At the centre of this post-war tradition stood The Social System of Talcott Parsons (1951), which involved the notion that systems could continuously and successfully adapt to environmental challenges through the master processes of differentiation and adaptive upgrading. In many of his short essays, he analysed the problems of German and Japanese modernisation and saw the United States of America as a social system that had successfully adapted to the rise of industrial modernisation. In its assessment of modern society, Parsons's sociology avoided the pessimistic vision of early critical theory -epitomised in Adorno's analysis of mass society -because he looked forward to America as a 'lead society' in large-scale social development (see Holton and Turner, 1986) . It is also the case that, in general terms, North American sociologists did not show much interest in European sociology, especially with regard to its more critical and negative assessments of modern capitalism. Parsons, of course, translated Max Weber's The Protestant Ethic and the Spirit of Capitalism and published the fi rst English version in 1930, but he did not focus on Weber's bleak and pessimistic view of the iron cage. He did not perceive the guidance of Harold Macmillan, Britain began to abandon its imperial relationship with its colonies and accepted Macmillan's view of 'the wind of change blowing through the [African] continent', expressed in his famous speech of 1963. Mainstream British sociology was realistic and reformist, rather than optimistic and utopian. In fact, it could be regarded as the parallel of Keynesian economics in focusing on issues around social insurance. Once more, Macmillan had perhaps been prescient in recognising the dawn of modern consumerism in his 1959 election campaign slogan: 'Most of our people have never had it so good'. This mood of gradual reconstruction was captured in sociology by key fi gures such as Thomas H. Marshall and Richard M. Titmuss, who wrote infl uential works on social citizenship and welfare reform. Their infl uence was originally confi ned to Britain, where the LSE was the dominant institution in the social sciences. Other infl uential fi gures within this reformist framework were Michael Young and Peter Willmott, who published their famous investigations of family life in the London East End in the 1950s.
British social science had been blessed by a wave of migrant intellectuals in the twentieth century, particularly by the Jewish refugees who arrived in the 1930s and later, such as Ilya Neustadt and Norbert Elias, both of whom played a major role in creating what became the famous 'Leicester School' (Rojek, 2004) . In political philosophy, the dominant fi gure was Isaiah Berlin, who was fundamentally critical of Marxism and distrustful of sociology, and indeed of any theory that promoted the idea of historical determinism or of the causal priority of 'society' over the 'individual'. By the late 1960s, other émigrés became infl uential, especially John Rex, who developed confl ict theory along Weberian lines, and Ralf Dahrendorf, who combined Weber and Marx in his famous Class and Class Confl ict in Industrial Society (1959) . Both thinkers were deeply critical of Parsons and more generally of North American sociology. Rex's Key Problems in Sociological Theory (1961) , which contained an important criticism of functionalism, became a basic textbook of undergraduate British sociology. Other critical assessments were delivered by Tom Bottomore (1965) in Classes in Modern Society and by David Lockwood (1964) in his article 'Social Integration and System Integration' and, much later, in his book Solidarity and Schism (1992) . British sociology in the 1960s came to be identifi ed with various radical movements, such as the Campaign for Nuclear Disarmament (CND) and the anti-Apartheid campaign. This political mood of criticism and activism was refl ected in Alan Dawe's powerful article 'The Two Sociologies', which was published in the British Journal of Sociology in 1970 and in which he argued that Parsons's systems theory ruled out agency and was based on a conservative conception of society. With the principal exception of Roland Robertson, few British sociologists were receptive to North American sociology in general and to Parsonian sociology in particular.
